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Remarks/Arguments 



In an Office Action mailed on August 9, 2005, the Examiner rejected claims 1 
and 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by German Patent No. 32 31 
953 A1 by Leposa et al. However, Leposa does not disclose a crop lift auger where 
the driven end is the first end of the crop lift auger wherein the first end is also the 
forward end ae refated to a forward direction of travel. 

This difference is critical. The advantage of having the crop lift auger driven 
and movably mounted on the first end, and capable of being fixedly mounted in 
different positions on the second end. where the first end Is the forward end as 
related to a forward direction of travel allows for adjustment of the crop lift auger from 
one position to another without the need to adjust the drive means. This is stated in 
the Specification, paragraph 0017: 



The altitude of the rear end of the crop lifter auget 44 can be freely 
adjusted for given harvesting conditions by loosening a holding device 
(e.g. a colter pin, nut, eccentric lever, or screw), adjusting the altitude 
of the mount 64, and then re-flxing the holding device to the frame 12. 
When this is done, it is unnecessary to also adjust the drive means, 
because the arrangement of the gear drive 50 provides the necessary 
adjustment automatically. 

This advantage is nowhere shown or suggested in the prior art of record and is a 
novel and nonobvious improvement to the design of crop lift augers. Therefore, the 
Applicant respectfully requests the bxaminer-s reconsideration and allowance of 
claims 1 and 12. 

Additionally, the Examiner has rejected claims 2-9 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being obvious over Leposa and claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
obvious over Leposa in view of US Patent No. 3,451 ,200 to Phares. Since claims 2- 
1 1 depend on a patentable base claim they are also patentable and the Applicant 
respectfully requests the Examiner's reconsideration and allowance of claims 2-11. 

Finally, the Examiner indicated that claims 13-15 are objected to as being 
dependent on a rejected base claim. Since claims 13-15 depend on a patentable 



2 



11/09/05 WfcU 12: M VA& 309 765 5592 DEERE & COMPANY " ^004 

Application A/a 10/824,924 

Amendment Dated 1 1/9/2005 

Reply to Office Action of August 9, 2006 

base claim they are also patentable and the Applicant respectfully requests the 
Examiner withdraw his objection of claims 13-15 and that allowance of claims 13-15 
be granted. 

in conclusion, it is believed that this application is in condition for allowance, 
and such allowance is respectfully requested, 

Any foes or charges due as a result of filing of the present paper may be 
charged against Deposit Account 04-0525, Two duplicates of this page are 
enclosed. 
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